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recognised that there is a God because at the same time I have
recognised that all things depend upon Him and that He is not
a deceiver, and from that I have inferred, that what I clearly and
distinctly perceive cannot fail to be true: even though I no longer
pay attention to the reason for which I believe that thing to
be true: provided that I recollect having clearly and distinctly
perceived it, no contrary reason can be brought forward which
could cause me to doubt of its truth. On the contrary I have a
true and certain knowledge of it. And this same knowledge
extends likewise to all other things which I recollect having
formerly demonstrated, such as the truths of geometry and
the like1.

In reply to this, my good Sir., since I admit that you are speaking
seriously., there is nothing to say, but that it seems that you will have
difficulty in getting anyone to believe that you were less certain of
those geometrical proofs before the time when you established by
reasoning the above conclusion about God, than after you had done
so. For really those demonstrations seem to have an evidence and
certainty, of such a kind as by themselves to extort our assent to
them, and when once recognised they do not allow the mind to have
any further doubt. So true is this that the mind will as likely as
not bid that evil Genius go to perdition; just as you might have done
when you (although the existence of God was not yet known) asserted
with much emphasis that you could not be imposed on about that
proposition and inference: I think, hence I exist. Nay, even,
however true it be, as nothing can be truer, that God exists, tha,t
He is the Author of everything, and that He is not a, deceiver, since,
nevertheless, these facts seem to be less evident than those geometrical
proofs (of which the only proof required is that many controvert
Gods existence, His creation of the world, and many other truths),
while no one denies the demonstrations of Geometry, is there anyone
whom you can persuade that the evidence and certainty of the latter*
is communicated to them from the former ? Likewise wlio fancies
that Diagoras, The<odorus, or any similar atheist, cannot be rendered
certain of the truth of those mathematical demonstrations ? Again,
how often among believers do you come across one who, if asked why
he is sure that in a (right angled*} triangle the square on its base is
equal to the, square on its sides, will reply: c because I know that

1' Vol. i. p. 184.                  2 i.e. the theorems of Geometry.

:t Added in Disquisitio Metaphysica.